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From Jose Tarres/BENISERANIS
o "Ben Knape" <BKMNAPE @itceq.state tx.us>

Ce: wright larv@epamail . epa.goy, dellinger.philip@eparmail.epa.gov, leissnerray@epamail epa.gov

Thank you Mr. Ben for the updates, | am sure that the UIC tearm will cantinue to do justfine. And wes. | did receive some information from Ms. Kathryn
concerning the TexCom application,

=he sentme copies of TexCom's Class Y application for the WDW-410 well, as well as a copy of TCEQ's |etter to the operator listing sewveral deficiencies. |
expressed to her my concern that the operator has not as wetidentified in detail the proposed re-perorated interval. Without this information, we may not be
able to assistwith evaluating the effectiveness of the proposed fall-off test.

It appears thatthe proposed injection volume is similar to whatwas used in the previous test. As the attached Horner plot shows, the radius of investigation for
the 1994 testwas estimated at 1500 feet. [tthe proposed fall-off test is to prowvide information on the location and nature of the fault we all are trving to analyze,

the radius of investigation will most likely hawve to be inthe range of 5000 feet or greater.

Without a detailed description of the perfarated interval, it becomes more difficult to estimate whether the proposed testwill investigate that far into the
resensoir. W'e might use the estimated (log-core) permesahility data seen in the secaond attachment as a startting point, should a pedarated interval becaome

avallable.

We would like to see a successiful test, and are prepared to assistin any way we can. Flease do not hesitate to e-mail/call me if wou hawe gquestions.
Fegards,

José Eduardo Torres - BWO-5G
EFA, Fegion b
(214) BBE-8092
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